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LIQUID CRYSTAL DISPLAY SYSTEM WITH 
INTERNALLY REFLECTING WAVEGUIDE 

FOR BACKLIGHTING AND NON 
LAMBERTIAN DIFFUSING 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

1. Field of the Invention 

The present invention relates in general to the ?eld of 
liquid crystal display (LCD) systems. More particularly, the 
present invention relates to a liquid crystal display that is 
illuminated With collimated backlighting. In a preferred 
embodiment, the present invention relates to a liquid crystal 
display system that includes a collimating backlight and a 
non-Lambertian diffuser. The present invention thus relates 
to liquid crystal display systems of the type that can be 
termed collimated backlit non-Lambertian diffused. 

2. Discussion of the Related Art 

Within this application, several publications are refer 
enced by arabic numerals Within parentheses. Full citations 
for these, and other, publications may be found at the end of 
the speci?cation immediately preceding the claims. The 
disclosures of all these publications in their entireties are 
hereby expressly incorporated by reference into the present 
application for the purposes of indicating the background of 
the present invention and illustrating the state of the art. 

Historically, it has been knoWn in the prior art to illumi 
nate liquid crystal displays. Liquid crystal displays of the 
type hereunder consideration are Well-knoWn to those 
skilled in the art. A conventional liquid crystal display is 
typically illuminated With a backlight device. Such a back 
light device typically includes an illumination source located 
at one edge of a planar Waveguide. For example, prior art 
liquid crystal display backlights have been based on a 
rectilinear Waveguide having a transparent top surface and a 
metalliZed bottom surface. Such backlights are convention 
ally poWered by a single ?uorescent lamp located at one 
edge of the rectilinear Waveguide, or by tWo lamps located 
at tWo edges. 

As is knoWn to those skilled in the art, the light from such 
an illumination source must be coupled into the Waveguide 
in order to illuminate the liquid crystal display. In the past, 
this coupling has been inefficient. Thus, a previously rec 
ogniZed problem has been that much of the light available 
from the illumination source is Wasted resulting in decreased 
brightness. Needless to say, it is desirable to provide a 
backlit liquid crystal display having higher brightness. 
What is needed therefore is an apparatus that efficiently 

couples light from the illumination source into the 
Waveguide. HoWever, ef?cient coupling betWeen the illumi 
nation source and the Waveguide is not sufficient. Liquid 
crystal displays require collimated incident light and include 
a polariZer. Therefore, What is also needed is an apparatus 
that collimates and redirects the light from the illumination 
source so that the maximum amount of light from the 
illumination source can be coupled through the polariZer of 
the liquid crystal display. Collimation involves minimiZing 
divergence. What is also needed is an apparatus that not only 
increases the brightness, but also provides anamorphic, (i.e., 
non-Lambertian), illumination, (e.g., different divergences 
in the horiZontal and vertical directions). 

Another previously recogniZed problem has been that 
liquid crystal displays are not bright enough for use in high 
ambient light conditions. Therefore, What is also needed is 
an apparatus that increases the brightness of a liquid crystal 
display. By increasing the overall coupling efficiency, a 
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2 
liquid crystal display Will appear brighter. Alternatively, a 
loWer poWer illumination source can be used to achieve the 
same brightness. Needless to say, it is desirable to provide a 
backlit liquid crystal display having loWer poWer consump 
tion. 

Another previously recogniZed problem has been that the 
light transmitted through liquid crystal display systems is 
not homogeneous. Typically, the area of the liquid crystal 
display that is closest to the illumination source, or illumi 
nation spots, Will be brighter. Therefore, What is also needed 
is a backlit liquid crystal display With more homogenous 
light distribution. 
One unsatisfactory previously recogniZed approach, 

Which attempts to solve the efficiency and homogeneity 
problems referred to herein, involves replacing the metal 
liZed bottom surface With a surface that includes a number 
of White dots. The density of the dots is proportional to the 
distance to the illumination source so that the backlight 
illuminates a liquid crystal display With greater homogene 
ity. HoWever, this previously recogniZed approach has the 
disadvantage of relatively loW coupling efficiency. Further, 
this previously recogniZed approach also has the disadvan 
tage that the White dots do not collimate the light. 

Moreover, this previously recogniZed approach also has 
the disadvantage of relatively high cost. The manufacture 
and sale of LCD systems is a competitive business. A 
preferred solution Will be seen by the end-user as being cost 
effective. Therefore, What is also needed is a liquid crystal 
display system that is cost effective. A solution is cost 
effective When it is seen by the end-user as compelling When 
compared With other potential uses that the end-user could 
make of limited resources. 

Yet another previously recognized problem has been that 
much of the light transmitted through liquid crystal display 
systems is Wasted because it is not seen. The eyes of a 
vieWer occupy a relatively localiZed position With respect to 
the liquid crystal display. The liquid crystal display Will 
appear brighter if the light that is available from the liquid 
crystal display is directed to the vieWer’s eye. Therefore, 
What is also need is a backlit liquid crystal display having 
directionality. Heretofore the above-discussed requirements 
have not been fully met. 
The beloW-referenced US. patents, and alloWed US. 

application in Which the issue fee Will be paid, disclose 
embodiments that Were at least in-part satisfactory for the 
purposes for Which they Were intended. The disclosures of 
all the beloW-referenced prior US. patents and application, 
in their entireties, are hereby expressly incorporated by 
reference into the present application for purposes including, 
but not limited to, indicating the background of the present 
invention and illustrating the state of the art. 
US. Pat. No. 5,390,276 discloses a backlight assembly 

utiliZing microprisms. US. Pat. No. 5,365,354 discloses a 
GRIN type diffuser based on volume holographic material. 
US. Pat. No. 5,359,691 discloses a backlighting system With 
a multi-re?ection light injection system. US. Pat. No. 5,253, 
151 discloses luminaire for use in backlighting a liquid 
crystal display matrix. US. Pat. No. 5,050,946 discloses a 
faceted light pipe. US. Pat. No. 5,202,950 discloses a 
backlighting system With faceted light pipes. U.S. Ser. No. 
08/393,050 discloses a light source destructuring and shap 
ing device. 

SUMMARY AND OBJECTS OF THE 
INVENTION 

By Way of summary, the present invention is directed to 
a liquid crystal display system having a collimating back 
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light and a non-Lambertian diffuser. An effect of the present 
invention is to project light through a liquid crystal display. 
A primary object of the invention is to provide an appa 

ratus that efficiently couples light from the illumination 
source into the Waveguide. Another object of the invention 
is to provide an apparatus that collimates the light from the 
illumination source so that the maximum amount of light 
from the illumination source can be coupled through the 
polariZer of the liquid crystal display. Another object of the 
invention is to provide an apparatus that increases the 
brightness of a liquid crystal display. Another object of the 
invention is to provide an apparatus having loWer poWer 
consumption. Another object of the invention is to provide 
an apparatus With more homogenous light distribution. 
Another object of the invention is to provide an apparatus 
that is cost effective. Another object of the invention is to 
provide an apparatus having directionality. Another object of 
the invention is to provide an apparatus that is rugged and 
reliable, thereby decreasing doWn time and operating costs. 
Another object of the invention is to provide an apparatus 
that has one or more of the characteristics discussed above 
but Which is relatively simple to manufacture and assemble 
using a minimum of equipment. 

In accordance With a ?rst aspect of the invention, these 
objects are achieved by providing an apparatus comprising 
an illumination source for producing light; a ?rst distributed 
Wedge collimating Waveguide optically connected to said 
illumination source, said ?rst distributed Wedge collimating 
Waveguide including a top surface, an incident end and a 
?rst plurality of substantially parallel optical elements for 
redirecting light from said incident end to said top surface 
and through said top surface by leakage, each of said ?rst 
plurality of substantially parallel optical elements including 
a ?rst facet that is nonparallel to said top surface and a 
second facet that is nonparallel to said top surface; a second 
distributed Wedge collimating Waveguide optically con 
nected to said ?rst distributed Wedge collimating Waveguide, 
said second distributed Wedge collimating Waveguide 
including an upper surface and a second plurality of sub 
stantially parallel optical elements for redirecting light that 
is leaked through said top surface through said upper sur 
face; and a re?ector optically connected to said light source 
and optically connected to said ?rst distributed Wedge 
collimating Waveguide, said re?ector (1) at least partially 
surrounding said illumination source, and (2) re?ecting light 
from said illumination source to said incident end by direct 
re?ection. In one embodiment, a liquid crystal display is 
optically connected to said upper surface and a non 
Lambertian diffuser is optically connected to said liquid 
crystal display for directing light from said liquid crystal 
display. 

Another object of the invention is to provide a method that 
can be used to illuminate a liquid crystal display. Another 
object of the invention is to provide a method that is 
predictable and reproducible, thereby decreasing variance 
and operating costs. Another object of the invention is to 
provide a method that has one or more of the characteristics 
discussed above but Which is Which is relatively simple to 
setup and operate using relatively loW skilled Workers. 

In accordance With a second aspect of the invention, these 
objects are achieved by providing a method of illuminating 
a liquid crystal display Which utiliZes an apparatus compris 
ing: an illumination source; a ?rst collimating Waveguide 
optically connected to said illumination source, said ?rst 
collimating Waveguide including a top surface, an incident 
end and a ?rst plurality of substantially parallel optical 
elements for redirecting light from said incident end to, and 
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4 
through, said top surface each of said ?rst plurality of 
substantially parallel optical elements including a ?rst facet 
that is nonparallel to said top surface and a second facet that 
is nonparallel to said top surface; a second collimating 
Waveguide optically connected to said ?rst collimating 
Waveguide, said second collimating Waveguide including an 
upper surface and a second plurality of substantially parallel 
optical elements for redirecting light from said top surface 
through said upper surface; and a re?ector optically con 
nected to said light source and optically connected to said 
?rst distributed Wedge collimating Waveguide, Wherein each 
of said second plurality of substantially parallel optical 
elements is an imaging optic. In one embodiment, the 
second facet of each of said ?rst plurality of substantially 
parallel optical elements is concave With respect to said top 
surface. 

These, and other, aspects and objects of the present 
invention Will be better appreciated and understood When 
considered in conjunction With the folloWing description and 
the accompanying draWings. It should be understood, 
hoWever, that the folloWing description, While indicating 
preferred embodiments of the present invention, is given by 
Way of illustration and not of limitation. Many changes and 
modi?cations may be made Within the scope of the present 
invention Without departing from the spirit thereof, and the 
invention includes all such modi?cations. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

A clear conception of the advantages and features con 
stituting the present invention, and of the construction and 
operation of typical mechanisms provided With the present 
invention, Will become more readily apparent by referring to 
the exemplary, and therefore nonlimiting, embodiments 
illustrated in the draWings accompanying and forming a part 
of this speci?cation, Wherein like reference numerals des 
ignate the same elements in the several vieWs, and in Which: 

FIG. 1 illustrates a perspective vieW of a conventional 
liquid crystal display backlight, appropriately labeled 
“PRIOR ART”; and 

FIG. 2 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of a portion of 
the conventional liquid crystal display backlight shoWn in 
FIG. 1, appropriately labeled “PRIOR ART”; 

FIG. 3 illustrates a schematic vieW of a liquid crystal 
display system according to the present invention; 

FIG. 4 illustrates a perspective vieW of a liquid crystal 
display backlight according to the present invention; 

FIG. 5 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of the liquid 
crystal display backlight shoWn in FIG. 4; 

FIG. 6 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of another liquid 
crystal display backlight according to the present invention; 

FIG. 7 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of a collimating 
Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 8 illustrates a perspective vieW of a collimating 
Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 9 illustrates a sectional vieW of a Wedge collimating 
Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 10 illustrates a sectional vieW of a distributed Wedge 
collimating Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 11 illustrates an elevational vieW of a portion of a 
liquid crystal display system according to the present inven 
tion; 

FIG. 12 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of a portion of 
the liquid crystal display system shoWn in FIG. 11; 

FIG. 13 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of a collimating 
Waveguide according to the present invention; 
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FIG. 14 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of a liquid 
crystal display system according to the present invention; 

FIG. 15 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of a collimating 
Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 16 illustrates a schematic sectional vieW of a portion 
of the collimating Waveguide shoWn in FIG. 15; 

FIG. 17A illustrates a perspective vieW of a portion of a 
collimating Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 17B illustrates a perspective vieW of a portion of an 
imaging collimating Waveguide according to the present 
invention; 

FIG. 17C illustrates a perspective vieW of a portion of a 
collimating Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 18 illustrates a schematic vieW of a recording 
con?guration for making diffusers according to the present 
invention; 

FIG. 19 illustrates a partial sectional vieW of a collimating 
Waveguide according to the present invention; 

FIG. 20 illustrates a geometrical construction of a portion 
of a collimating Waveguide according to the present inven 
tion; 

FIG. 21 illustrates a geometrical construction of a portion 
of a collimating Waveguide according to the present inven 
tion; 

FIG. 22 illustrates a geometrical construction of a portion 
of a collimating Waveguide according to the present inven 
tion; 

FIG. 23 illustrates a portion of a collimating Waveguide 
according to the present invention; 

FIG. 24 illustrates a portion of a collimating Waveguide 
according to the present invention; 

FIG. 25 illustrates a portion of a collimating Waveguide 
according to the present invention; and 

FIG. 26 illustrates a portion of a collimating Waveguide 
according to the present invention. 

DESCRIPTION OF PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

The present invention and the various features and advan 
tageous details thereof are explained more fully With refer 
ence to the nonlimiting embodiments described in detail in 
the folloWing description. Before describing the present 
invention in detail, a graphical revieW of prior art structures 
in FIGS. 1—2 is in order. 

Referring to FIG. 1, a conventional liquid crystal display 
backlight is shoWn Where light from illumination source 1 
travels to backlighting light pipe 2 through separate light 
pipe 3. Separate light pipe 3 is divided into a number of 
laterally adjacent sections. 

Referring noW to FIG. 2, a partial cross sectional vieW of 
the backlighting light pipe 2 in FIG. 1 is shoWn. The 
divergence of the incoming light is reduced. 

1. SYSTEM OVERVIEW 

The above-mentioned requirements of high brightness, 
loW poWer consumption, homogeneity and directionality are 
to some extent mutually contradicting and cannot be satis 
?ed simultaneously in the case of a conventional liquid 
crystal display system. HoWever, it is rendered possible to 
simultaneously satisfy these requirements to a certain extent 
by employing a collimating Waveguide together With a 
non-Lambertian diffuser in consideration of the fact that the 
collimating Waveguide tailors the light for use in the liquid 

10 

15 

25 

35 

45 

55 

65 

6 
crystal display While the non-Lambertian diffuser tailors and 
homogeniZes the light for vieWing by an observer. 

Referring to the draWings, it can be seen that the present 
invention includes a generally planar collimating Waveguide 
assembly provided With facets. For example, FIG. 4 shoWs 
an isometric vieW of a light engine 90 connected to a 
Waveguide collimator assembly 1000. Pursuant to the 
present invention, the collimating Waveguide assembly can 
be embodied in several nonmutually exclusive con?gura 
tions. Subcomponents of these con?gurations are inter 
changeable and can be combined. 

Referring to FIG. 3, light engine 10 is connected to 
Waveguide collimator 25. Waveguide collimator 25 is con 
nected to homogeniZing diffuser 30. Liquid crystal display 
40 is connected to diffuser 30. Light shaping diffuser 45 is 
connected to liquid crystal display 40. An additional light 
engine 50 can also be connected to Waveguide collimator 25. 
The order of light shaping diff-user 30 and liquid crystal 
display 40 can be reversed. 

2. GENERAL DESCRIPTION 

The liquid crystal display system includes several com 
ponents. These components can include an illumination 
source, a re?ector, one or more nonimaging optics, a colli 
mating Waveguide assembly, a diffuser/homogeniZer, a liq 
uid crystal display and a non-Lambertian diffuser. 

Illumination Sources 

According to Liouvilles’ theorem, for an optimiZed light 
engine, the input distribution is almost uniform; therefore, 
Lambertian. The folloWing Equation (42) is a result of 
Liouvilles’ theorem. As discussed by Welford and 
Winston(1) and by Winston and J annson(2) D is the Width of 
the Waveguide. d is the diameter of the emitter, or source. [3 
is the output angle in air: 

01 sin 90 O=D sin [5 (42) 

The 90° factor in Equation (42) is based on the fact that light 
is coming from the source in all directions. The optimum 
light collimating engine, according to Equation (42), pro 
vides not only maximum collimation (i.e., minimum angle 
[3), but also uniform illumination. Those related designs that 
are almost optimum are also applicable to this invention. 

Re?ectors 

The re?ector is preferably an extended source arcuate 
mirror. The term arcuate describes an arc, or curve in 2, or 
3, dimensions. Welford(1) has discussed optimum collima 
tion of light emitted by an extended source, especially 
spherical and cylindrical sources. The optimum design of the 
re?ector is very characteristic of the intended light source 
and is not actually parabolic. A parabolic shape is actually 
unsatisfactory for extended sources. An arcuate mirror struc 
ture can provide an ideal ?xture for attachment of the light 
source to the rest of the structure. As the illumination source 
moves aWay from the transformer, optimiZation of the 
design of the extended source arcuate mirror re?ector 
increases in importance. 

Collimating Waveguides 

In order to be collimated, light must ?rst be coupled into 
the collimating Waveguide. Coupler con?gurations such as 
shoWn in FIG. 7 are Well knoWn in the art for use in 
communications applications. But in the typical communi 
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cation application, the Waveguide, (e.g., optical ?ber), has a 
Width of approximately 100 microns, or less. In the present 
application the Width approaches several millimeters. 

FIG. 7 represents a theoretical construction of a 
Waveguide into Which light is being coupled. Light Which is 
incident normal to the entry edge of the Waveguide passes 
directly into it Without being refracted. Light at an angle is 
refracted. According to Snell’s laW, loW light entering non 
normal to the incident surface is collimated. The ?rst case 
scenario light at 90° is coupled at a critical angle of 
approximately 40° given an index of refraction for the media 
of 1.55. The incident angle in the Waveguide 0t is equal to 
approximately 50°. This value is approximately 50° and 
larger than (1.6 so all of the light Which enters the Waveguide 
collimator is contained Within the Waveguide collimator by 
total internal re?ection (TIR). FIG. 7 illustrates that light 
entering the Waveguide Will remain trapped Within the 
Waveguide due to total internal re?ection (TIR). Even for the 
Worst case of 90°, incident angle, the light Will still become 
trapped Within the Waveguide. The light enters the 
Waveguide under (1.6, the critical angle, When 

assuming that the medium outside the Waveguide is air and 
the Waveguide is constructed of a transparent material 
having an index of refraction n. Typical loW cost materials 
from Which the Waveguide can be fabricated are plastics, 
adhesives and glass. For these materials, the typical refrac 
tive index is approximately 1.55. Therefore, the critical 
angle, (1.6, is approximately 40°. Within the Waveguide due 
to trigonometrical relationships a must be equal to approxi 
mately 50°. Therefore, all light is trapped Within the 
Waveguide because 0t is greater than (1.6. For 0t larger than otc, 
total internal re?ection (TIR) Will occur. Total internal 
re?ection (TIR) means that the re?ection is exactly 100%. If 
0t is smaller than 0t. light Will be leaked outside the 
Waveguide (leakage not shoWn). And the leak can be 
signi?cant, more than 50%. Therefore, there is an abrupt 
transition When the angle moves from less than (1.6 to greater 
than (1.6. Due to the fact that even for 90° you have an 0tC for 
the transition from air to a material of index 1.55, collima 
tion of the light from the illumination source is provided 
amounting to a change from an angular range of from 00 to 
90° to an angular range of from 0° to approximately 40°. 
Even Without any structural collimating system collimation 
before entry into the Waveguide can occur only When d, 
diameter of source, is less than D, Width of the Waveguide. 
For practical reasons, D should be minimiZed. Thus, the 
usefulness of the initial air-material interface collimation is 
limited by the fact that collimation occurs at the interface. 
The apparatus disclosed in US. Pat. Nos. 5,390,276 and 
5,359,691 realiZe only one collimation factor, this being 
collimation from the source via a parabolic re?ector, Which 
as discussed above is not of optimum shape for an extended 
source as broadly discussed in Welford ). The ?gures in 
these patents indicate that the space Within the re?ector is 
?lled With solid material Which Zeros the air-material inter 
face collimation factor discussed above. Collimation as 
discussed in Us. Pat. Nos. 5,359,691 and 5,390,276 is not 
actually collimation because of the fact that the triangular 
prisms Which are provided only on the bottom of the 
backlighting light pipe result in a harvesting of only half of 
the available light. Moreover, extending the rays out of the 
media and into the air Would result in de-collimation due to 
Snell’s laW. This results in de-collimation of 56° correspond 
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8 
ing to a half angle of 156° versus a half angle of 10°, 
assuming the index of refraction of the media is 1.55, as 
before. 

Collimating Waveguides can be based on either metallic 
re?ection or total internal re?ection (TIR). In the ?rst case 
the Waveguide is empty, usually. In the second case the 
Waveguide is material ?lled. Generally, the second, total 
internal re?ection (TIR) case is better because total internal 
re?ection (TIR) gives exactly 100% re?ection While metallic 
re?ection can easily drop to 80% due to surface dirt, 
contamination. Prior art Waveguides for this application 
generally have one metalliZed side, for backlighting 
applications, (e.g., U.S. Pat. No. 5,381,309, the entire con 
tents of Which are hereby expressly incorporated by 
reference). A transformer is a generaliZed Waveguide struc 
ture that not only transmits light through the Waveguide but 
can also change the direction of this light. Atransformer that 
changes the direction of light by 90° (orthogonally) can be 
used to deliberately leak light in a preferred direction for use 
in an application. Prior art patents shoW several different 
Ways of designing these leaks. For example, US. Pat. No. 
5,390,276 discloses the use of a retrore?ecting screen polar 
iZer for further collimating the light in order to illuminate an 
LCD. 
A major object of the invention is to provide maximum 

uniform backlighting for an LCD, and at the same time 
provide light that is highly collimated. A diffuser homog 
eniZes light, but in order for the diffuser to operate properly 
With an LCD, the light reaching the diffuser must be 
collimated. Collimation begins When the light engine inci 
dent rays enter the Waveguide. Secondary collimation can 
occur When the light is taken from the horiZontal direction 
and de?ected toWard the vertical direction Within the 
Waveguide. 

This ?rst description concerns collimation Which occurs 
as the light enters the Waveguide from the source. One 
hundred percent collimating ef?ciency cannot be achieved if 
the diameter of the source is larger than the diameter of the 
Waveguide. On the other hand, if the diameter of the source 
is equal to or less than the diameter of the Waveguide 
optimum efficiency can be approached. As a practical matter, 
losses from the mirrors prohibit 100% coupling. Any dis 
cussion of 100% coupling therefore implies that the absorp 
tive losses due to interaction of the light With the mirror is 
being neglected. Design of the re?ector must be optimiZed 
for a particular d/D ratio. Welford(1) provides ideal designs 
for any possible ratio. The ideal design means that the 
Liouville theorem is satis?ed. Satisfaction results in 100% 
being coupled to the Waveguide. The ideal design also 
means that the distribution of light Within the Waveguide 
Will be homogenous. Any of the resulting designs Will be 
quite far from being parabolic. A parabolic design is only 
optimum for a point, or line, source. The volume de?ned by 
the interior of the re?ector can be ?lled With a media or be 
simply air. In either case the interior surface of the re?ector 
must be mirroriZed (e. g., metalliZed). Although the re?ection 
ef?ciency for deep IR and near IR can approach unity, the 
re?ection efficiency for energy Within the visible spectra can 
easily drop to betWeen 90 and 80% due to inef?ciency such 
as dirt on the surface. Maximum re?ection ef?ciency for any 
Wavelength is approximately 96% assuming a metalliZed 
mirror surface. In contrast, total internal re?ection (TIR) is 
alWays 100%. The metallic is never 100% even in the IR 
case. Preferably the interior of the re?ector should be simply 
air in order to maximiZe a collimating effect of Snell’s laW. 
Even if the diameter of the source is larger than the thickness 
of the Waveguide the Worst case 90° incidence light Will be 
collimated to approximately 40°. De?ection design can still 
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be optimized although it Will be impossible to reach 100% 
coupling. Designs for the large laminar situation Will be 
similar to What is shoWn in FIG. 5 and even further from 
parabolic. 
A discussion of the distribution of scattering centers 

folloWs. Referring to FIG. 8, the grooves Will have variable 
spacing, AX. It should be noted that the microgrooves do not 
need to be continuous. Note that the scattering centers can 
be separated Which is illustrated by the broken lines. I0 
represents incident light coming from the left. I is the 
intensity after passing through scaler distance X. Total length 
of the device is L. dX represents an in?nitesimally small 
portion of the scaler distance X. FIG. 8 shoWs a section With 
dX illustrated. In the general geometry, I is input intensity 
from the left, reduced to I-dI because dI is leaked to the 
bottom. This property holds for any coordinate X. General 
Equation (1) indicates that the lost leakage of light —dI must 
be proportional to I. 

—d1=a1pdx (1) 

dl is also proportional to the thickness dX, as Well as to 
the density of grooves Which is represented by p. a is 
a proportionality constant Which Will be interpreted 
beloW. Equation (2) indicates that the density is equal 
to the number of grooves per unit incremental distance. 

dN 
dx 

(2) p: 

So the units for p are cm_1. I=IO, for X=0. The number of 
grooves per in?nitesimal length dX is dN. N, is the total 
number of grooves. In order to preserve uniform leakage, dI 
must be proportional only to dX. As I necessarily decreases 
as one moves across the device, p must correspondingly 
increase. Equation (4) is the same as Equation (1) but 
substituting A for Ip, for uniform leakage condition: 

Since a and A are both constant integration yields Equation 

(5) 

I=Io—aAx (5) 

Equation (6) represents that the density of grooves is equal 
to a constant divided by Equation (5), folloWing directly: 

(6) 

Therefore, p is a function of X and increases monotonically 
from PO. A discussion of the physical meaning of A and a 
folloWs. Both are constants. 

(6B) 

Interpreting Equation (6B) yields Equation (6C). 

Equation (7) de?nes a. 

(7) 
a: 

dI/I represents the relative leakage. dN is the number of 
grooves per in?nitesimal length. a is percentage of leakage 
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10 
per groove. Equation (8) represents that intensity at the full 
length L is O. 

10 (8) 
“A = T 

Equation (8) represents a singularity because the density of 
p at the full length L cannot reach in?nity. For practical 
purposes, it can be assumed that no more than 5% of the 
available light is linked all the Way to the end. In addition, 
a mirror can be placed at the end to re?ect the light back 
toWard the source. Equation (18) represents aN=3 With the 
eXponent given a value of —3. This, according to Equation 
(6C), corresponds to 5% of the light being left at the 
re?ective end in the Waveguide. This light Would be 
re?ected back. 

aN=3=> 1=1oe*3~0.05 1o (18) 

Having a higher density Would result in less light left at the 
end of the length, but that could be limited by the physical 
possibility of compacting the grooves. Equation (20) repre 
sents the total number of grooves, equal to the length divided 
by AX Which is the average distance betWeen grooves, E: 

L (20) 
Ax 

NT= 

The folloWing eXample uses an average length betWeen 
grooves of 100 microns across a total length slab of 20 cm 
yielding a total number of grooves of approximately 2000 as 
represented in Equation (21). 

= 20 cm (21) 

100 ,um 
:M = 2000 

NT 0.1 mm 

Equation (19) can noW be calculated because NT is knoWn. 

1N,=3 (19) 

Equation (22) represents that a is equal to 

3 _ (22) 
_ 2000 

a = 1.5(104) = 0.0015 

The average leakage per groove is thus 1.5><10_3 as repre 
sented in Equation (22). FIG. 13 illustrates calculation of the 
groove. ox equals the length of a hypotenuse. otA indicates 
the angle subtended by the hypotenuse With regard to the 
base of the Waveguide. (X6 is the total critical (TIR) angle of 
the light that is Within the Waveguide, approximately 40°. 
FIG. 13 actually represents a Worst case scenario for an 
eXtended source, assuming that no collimation Was done 
betWeen the source and its entry into the Waveguide. In FIG. 
13, 0tC is the angle betWeen the incident beam on the 
re?ective surface and the re?ective beam, 0tC being the 
maXimum divergence Within the Waveguide. The grooves 
are designed for the midpoint etc/2. Equation (25) represents 
calculation of 004 based on (1.6. 

(25) 

Note that the maXimum beam divergence can be reduced 
provided that collimation is achieved as light enters the 
Waveguide due to Snell’s laW. Nevertheless, otA represents 
the optimum angle for splitting the ?uX represented by otc, 
or other maXimum divergence angle, smaller than (1.6. The 
typical indeX of refraction range for the materials of interest 
is from 1.5 to 1.7, assuming a refractive indeX of 1.55. These 
materials include plastics, such as, for eXample, acrylics 
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such as polymethacrylate and polymethylmethacrylate and 
other polymers. Equation (26) assumes that the exterior 
medium is air having an index of refraction of 1 etc/2 is 
approximately 40° under these conditions. 

180° - 40° (26) 
4 =35 

Thus, otA equals approximately 35° based on this calculation 
as shoWn in Equation (26). Areas are represented in Equa 
tion (28), Where a is the loss per groove. 

6x = .“—D = aD(1.74) (28) 
SIIIOLA 

Equation (28) represents that a percentage of the ?ux 
passing a point is not going to intercept the hypotenuse, 
based on the hypotenuse being a fraction of the total 
subtended length betWeen the top of the Waveguide and the 
bottom of the Waveguide. Total length of each groove 
hypotenuse is 6x, assuming that the Wave front of the 
Waveguide is homogenous. It should be noted that skeW rays 
are being neglected. This model is accurate Within an order 
of magnitude. Assuming a Width of 3 mm, Which is equal to 
D, refer noW to Equation (29) Where the Width of the 
hypotenuse is determined as 8 microns. 

3 __ (29) 
_ 2000 

6x x(3 mm)(1.74) = 8.10’3 mm = 8m 

1/sin otA is 1.7 for the thickness of3 mm, the leak per groove 
represented 3/2000, assuming a mirrored surface on the top. 
While each groove can be very small, but referring to FIG. 
14, the corresponding lens needs to be much larger. FIG. 14 
shoWs an imaging collimation slab located beneath a colli 
mating Waveguide. A gap of 1 micron betWeen the tWo slabs 
is more than sufficient to prevent undesired coupling 
betWeen the structures, assuming 100 micron lens for 
example. The angle incident upon the collimating imaging 
optic cannot be smaller than (1.6. Based on the previously 
assumed groove spacing of 3 mm, the resulting lens diam 
eter is 2 mm, Which is far too large. HoWever, the grooves 
can be arranged in clusters permitting grouping. By group 
ing the grooves there can be sufficient spacing for the 
imaging optics. The folloWing example represents an aver 
age distance of 2 mm betWeen the clusters of grooves. Nt 
represents the number of clusters of grooves. 

Ax=2 mm, L=20 cm, N,=100, dx=160 pm 
The smaller number of grooves is accounted for by a much 
larger 6x. A6x of 160 microns corresponds to 1 microgroove 
per cluster. Increasing the number of microgrooves per 
cluster Would reduce 6x proportionally. HoWever, N, Would 
remain at 100 representing the requirement for 100 clusters 
of such microgrooves. In the folloWing example, Ax is the 
distance betWeen clusters, and H is the lens diameter, and We 
assume, approximately, that H=Ax. 
Ax=1 mm, L=20 cm, Nt=200 

The siZe of the grooves can be varied much more and their 
geometrical position can be cruder, therefore the grooves do 
not need to be prisms because the spherical rays are subse 
quently image collimated. Errors from the microgroove 
surfaces can be accommodated With larger imaging optics. 
In contrast, the prisms of US. Pat. Nos. 5,390,276 and 
5,359,691 are acting largely as mirrors and if there is 
distortion due to imperfect structure the result Will be 
divergence that the structure disclosed in these patents Will 
not subsequently correct for. 

Collimation by a generaliZed Wedge concept Will noW be 
described. Referring to FIG. 9, trigonometric relationship of 
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12 
the angle of incidence 0t Within this Wedge Will cause the 
angle of incidence to be reduced by 2y after each bounce, 
assuming that y is the Wedge angle. Assuming the initial 
entry angle is approximately 40°, 0t Will equal 50°. This is 
far larger than the critical angle so the ?rst bounce Will be 
by total internal re?ection (TIR). At some point thereafter 
there Will be a bounce Where some portion of the ray is 
leaked. Assuming the Wedge angle y is 0.5°, 2y is 1°, and in 
order to approach 40° a minimum of 10 bounces is required, 
counting only the bounces from the bottom. Equation (49) 
describes the condition for leakage starting With an incident 
angle a and a Wedge angle y. 

The Wedge has a saWtooth pattern. These saWtooths repre 
sent a distributed Wedge. The upper section operates by total 
internal re?ection (TIR) preferably, although the angled 
facet could be metalliZed. The determination of the angle in 
the upper section is based on the same bisectrix that Was 
used to derive the angle of the curved surface. In general it 
Will be appreciated that one facet should be approximately 
vertical and the other approximately 45° in order to yield a 
straight-up normal collimated output. A monolithic Wedge 
divided into a series of solitudes can be characteriZed as a 
distributed Wedge. 

Referring to FIG. 10, a distributed Wedge is shoWn. A 
distribution of the Wedges provides a homogeneous illumi 
nation. This concept is similar to Equation This deriva 
tion displayed p as a function of x holding the variable a 
constant. In the folloWing derivation, the variable a is a 
function of x and p is constant. Alternatively, if the variable 
a is constant and p is variable, the other derivation can be 
used. In the folloWing derivation P replaces I. P is the optical 
poWer. Equation (101) is the analog of Equation (1), except 
that the variable a is a function of x and p is constant. 

dN 
p = constant = dx (102) 

Equation (16) is identical to Equation (101) and Equation 
(17) sets a boundary condition. Equation (118) sets p x a 
equal to a constant A. 

dP=-Apdx (11s) 

Equation (123) should be compared to Equation 

A (123) 

It is clear that in Equation (123) a is a function of x Whereas 
in Equation (6) p is a function of x. A is a constant in both 
equations. In Equation (123) a is variable Where p is 
constant. The variable a is the leakage rate per microele 
ment. 

2ycotan[5 (126) 

Full Lambertian dispersion Would be 313/2. This can be 
reduced to 26, Where [3 is the critical angle from the previous 
interaction, approximately 40°, although it can be smaller 
assuming that some collimation process has occurred before. 
It must be calculated What y should be in order to obtain the 
desired leakage. Intensity is J=JO cos 0t. While I is optical 
intensity and is expressed in units of Watts per square meter, 
for example, radiant intensity, J, is expressed in units of 
Watts per steradian. But in this derivation only the tWo 
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dimensional case is being considered and J is expressed in 
Watts per radian. Lambert’s laW is represented by J=JO cos 
0t. Integration in Equation (110) describes the total poWer 
going through the Wave guide from —[3 to +6. 

[5 [5 (110) 
P0 = 2f JdOL = 2f JOCOSOLdOL 

0 0 

AP in Equation (113) is the leakage from 2y. 

AP=2y[sin[5—sin([5-—2y)] (113) 

Assuming that y is much less than 1 radian, this AP is used 
in the folloWing Equation (125): 

AP AP (125) 
gal _l 
_ AN AN 

Equation (126) describes relative leakage for each event. In 
the distributed Wedge the relative leakage per event is 
proportional to y and ?tting Equation (123) into Equation 
(126) yields Equation (128). 

2ycotan[5 A (128) 
T =W 

In Equation (128), y is changing With X according to the 
relationship shoWn in Equation (132). 

AAN 

As y increases With X to provide constant leakage, it is 
enabled to regulate y. Alternatively, p can be varied as Was 
previously shoWn. Assuming density is constant at 10 per 
millimeter, p is constant as shoWn in Equation (136), 

10 
mm 

(136) 

Assuming a total length L of 20 cm, Equation (137) shoWs 
that the leak per grove is small. 

a =; = L (137) 
0 200mm - 10mm’” 2000 

Equation (140) shoWs that the beginning angle only needs to 
be 1/10th of a degree. 

2yc=2-1O’3=O.1° (140) 

Again, the assumptions are ignoring skeW rays. Illustrating 
skeW rays Would only be possible With the fall ray tracing 
scheme program. It Would be advantageous in order to 
accommodate skeW rays to modify the orthogonal shapes to 
cylindrical symmetric shapes. This Would involve repeating 
a cross section rotated around a vertical axis. Rotation can 

also be based on an ellipse as opposed to a circle. In a (Z,x) 
cross section, the triangles are representing prisms, hoWever, 
When considered along the (x,y) plane for the combination 
of skeW rays, such triangular sections may actually become 
cones or more complex elliptical shapes in order to accom 
modate the skeW rays. Such a topology Would be complex. 
Amore precise version of Equation (128) folloWs, includ 

ing a consideration of fresnel re?ection, (represented by 
re?ection (intensity coef?cient) R as graphically depicted in 
FIG. 19), and material absorption. The poWer p in Equation 
(128) is replaced by Equation (300): 
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14 
Where R is Fresnel re?ection coef?cient, and D is absorption 
coef?cient. Therefore, Equation (116) becomes: 

—dP=a(x)P(x)[A—R(x)-D]pdx (301) 

Where D-coef?cient is assumed to be constant, as Well as 
p-coef?cient. In order to preserve beam leak uniformity, the 
folloWing Equation (302) should be satis?ed: 

Where A‘ is a neW constant, analogous to the constant A. 
Using the same reasoning as above, the folloWing Equation 
(303) is obtained for a-coefficient. 

a(x) = W = 26(x)cotan[5 (303) 

Equation (303) is identical to Equation (128), assuming 
R=D=O, and using the ot-angle symbol instead of 6-angle. 
For 6<<1, and ot<<1, the relation betWeen 6 and y is 

(304) 

Where Snell’s laW has been included. 6 is the leakage angle 
and y is the prism angle. This is shoWn in Table 1. 

TABLE 1 

LEAKAGE ANGLE 26 VERSUS WEDGE ANGLE v FOR n = 1.55 

y 0.5° 1° 1.5° 2° 

26 11.6° 17.5° 21° 24.5° 

Table 1 illustrates that even for small y-angles, 6-angles can 
be quite large. For angles, close to critical angle (1.6 (sin 
(XC=A/I1), the Fresnel re?ection coef?cients can be quite high. 
For example, for y=0.2°, We obtain R=51%, While for 
y=0.5°, R=30%. 
As an example, an approximate solution of transcendental 

Equation (303) folloWs. Since R-coefficient depends on 6, 
Equation (303) is a transcendental one in such a sense that 
it cannot be solved analytically. In order to solve Equation 
(303) approximately, it is assumed, in the ?rst iteration step, 
that an otL-value (i.e., y-value, for x=L) equals 0.5°, Which 
leads to the Fresnel re?ection coef?cient value: R=30%. It is 
further assumed that at the end of the Waveguide, 5% of light 
poWer remains; i.e., P(L)=0.05P0. An absorption coef?cient 
value (conservative) of 2% is also assumed. Then, for 
n=1.55, and (XC=40°, otL=0.74°. It Will be appreciated that the 
?rst iteration step Worked relatively Well. Using Equation 
(304), 6=7° is obtained. Thus, the leakage angle (in the air) 
of 26 is equal to 14°. Of course, for x=0, the values of angles 
y and 6 (i.e., yo and 60-values) Will be much smaller. 
Therefore, in this case, the y-distribution is non-uniform. 
This numerical example demonstrates hoW to design the 
distributed Wedge system. Its exemplary parameters have 
been summariZed in Table 2. 

TABLE 2 

SUMMARY OF EXEMPLARY PARAMETERS OF THE 
DISTRIBUTED WEDGE SYSTEM 

# PARAMETER SYMBOL VALUE 

1 LENGTH L 20 cm 

2 TOOTH DENSITY 0 10/mm 
3 WEDGE REFRACT IVE INDEX n 1.55 
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TABLE 2-continued 

SUMMARY OF EXEMPLARY PARAMETERS OF THE 
DISTRIBUTED WEDGE SYSTEM 

# PARAMETER SYMBOL VALUE 

4 WAVEGUIDE THICKNESS D 3 mm 
5 POWER FRACTION AT THE END PL/PO 0.05 
6 WEDGE ANGLE AT X = L yL 0.740 

7 MAXIMUM LEAKAGE ANGLE AT X = L 26L 14O 

Curved Facet Surfaces 

Different parts of the surface of each facet are available to 
different rays coining from different directions. Therefore, a 
?at surface facet is not alWays optimum because the avail 
able light is not ideally distributed. 
By ignoring skeW rays, an optimiZed curved surface can 

be easily designed by assuming homogenous incident ?uX. 
For example, the bottom of an isosceles pit pyramid is not 
available to a loW incident angle ray. It is desirable to 
optimiZe the design of the facet so as to Weight the intensity 
of the ?uX cones that are available to any given surface of 
the re?ection. For example, constructing an arc instead of a 
?attened prismatic surface re?ecting rays coming from the 
left requires de?ning the maXimum and minimum angles for 
those rays Which can strike any part of the arc based on the 
geometry of the Waveguide. More speci?cally, at the top of 
the arc Waves cannot arrive at angles loWer than 0° because 
they Would be intercepted by the previous apeX. In contrast, 
at the bottom of the arc Waves can arrive at a Wider range of 
angles. Referring to FIG. 16, bisecting the center of both of 
these angles Will result in a simple geometric de?nition of 
the tangent of the curve. HoWever, the ?uX Weighted center 
point of each of these tWo angles Will be slightly different 
from the geometric bisectriX because the Waveguide is not 
homogeneously illuminated from the light source due the 
light source itself generating a nonplanar, albeit someWhat 
symmetric, ?uX distribution. 

The curved tooth facet is mirrored and can be referred to 
as a vignetting effect Where there is a limited siZe and some 
parts of the beam are blocked by structures. The ?rst facet 
can be ?at. Although it’s shoWn as ?at to facilitate analysis 
of the loWest-most ray, the facet can actually be conveX or 
concave. At the base of the apeX, the angular spectrum is 
very limited. The Widest angular spectra is at the top, based 
on the incoming rays. The coordinate system labeled has its 
origin at the base of the structure. The problem is to ?nd Z 
as a function of X for the curved surface. 

Referring to FIG. 20, the saWtooth geometry, With curved 
surface 113 is described, leading to the optimum curved 
surface This is a curved surface rather than a ?at 
surface because the incident beams at points O, Q, P in FIG. 
20, have increasing divergence as illustrated by the hatched 
areas in FIG. 20. 

Adescription of FIG. 20 folloWs. FIG. 20 shoWs tooth 99. 
The verteX 100 of the nonimaging optic(s) (NIO) tooth is O 
and is positioned folloWing beam collimation optimiZation 
according to the Louiville theorem as generally eXplained by 
Wilford(1) and Winston(2). 

Arbitrary point Q 101 is located on the curve: Z=Z(X), that 
should be optimiZed. Of course, arbitrary point Q 101 has 
tWo coordinates (X,Z). The highest point 102 on the curved 
Wall is P. The height of the tooth 103 is taken betWeen P and 
O. The horiZontal length of the straight Wall is represented 
by 104. The Z-coordinate of point Q is represented by 105. 
Point O is also origin of the coordinate system. 
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The loWest angle (0t) of incident nays at point Q is 

represented by 106. The highest angle of incident rays at 
point Q is represented by 107. This is also the maXimum 
angle of beam divergence. As a result of total internal 
re?ection (TIR) inside collimating Waveguide, the maXi 
mum value of angle [3 is: ARC TAN (1/n), Where n is 
re?ective indeX of the tooth Which is surrounded by air. For 
n=1.55, [3z40°. 
A bisect angle, equal to 

is represented by 108. The incident angle (0t) of bisect ray, 
Which is a central ray for the beam (or, ray bundle) 
approaching point Q, is represented by angle 109. Angle 110 
is the re?ection angle of bisect ray and is equal to angle 109. 
111 represents the symmetrical angle (6) for bisect rays. It 
should be noted that symmetrical line 119 is perpendicular 
to tangential line 114. Therefore, the tangential angle is 
90°—6 (or, 75/2-6). 

112 is a straight line (or, Wall in cylindrical geometry) of 
the tooth. 113 is the tooth curve that characteriZes the 
optimum NIO pro?le, minimiZing divergence of the output 
beam. This is because, by contrast to the prism, the ray 
bundle at any point at the surface is re?ected symmetrically 
into vertical direction. This is due to the fact that the bisect 
line of any ray bundle is re?ected eXactly vertically. 

114 is the tangential line into the curve at point Q. 115 is 
the incident ray at point O. This is the maXimum divergence 
ray. 116 is the loWest inclination ray for the ray bundle at 
point Q. 117 is the highest inclination ray at point Q. 118 is 
the bisect ray for the ray bundle at point Q. 119 is the 
symmetrical line to bisect incident ray 118 and bisect 
re?ected ray 120, Which is precisely perpendicular to tan 
gential line 119. 

120 is the re?ected ray into incident bisect ray 118 Which 
is precisely vertical, or parallel to Z-aXis. 121 is the re?ected 
ray to incident ray 115 Which is also precisely vertical, 
according to the optimiZation principle. 122 is the loWest 
inclination incident at highest Point P, Which has a horiZontal 
direction. 123 is the highest inclination Which is assumed to 
be [3, in order to accommodate the maXimum amount of rays. 
124 is the bisect ray at point P. 125 is the re?ected ray to 
bisect ray 114 Which is alWays precisely vertical, according 
to the optimiZation principle. 
An analytical procedure for de?ning the optimiZed curve 

Z =Z(X) folloWs. According to FIG. 20, the angle 111, or 6, 
is 

or + [5 (200) 
4 

Where 0t is angle 106 and [3 is angle 107. It should be noted, 
that, While according to the optimiZation principle, [3-angle 
is constant, for any point Q at the curve, ot-angle is de?ned 
as folloWs: 

W 
tanot = 

i.e., 0t is a function of Z-coordinate. Thus, the b-angle is also 
a function of Z. Therefore, line 113 is not straight but curved, 
according to the optimiZation principle; and 

(202) 
















